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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to communications filed January 23, 2006 and 
September 30, 2005. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee 
set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on January 
23, 2006 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed September 30, 2005 have been fully considered 
but they are not persuasive. Applicant's argued that: 

a) Simonoff does not teach an organization has "decentralized control over 
the virtual event." 

b) Simonoff does not teach "the ASP administration module providing 
templates used by plural contributors to upload content for virtual events, 
and the ASP administration module granting authority to the plural 
organizations to create, access, and present virtual events." 
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c) Simonoff does not disclose or suggest the "organization administrator is 
granted authority to grant access by an administrator." 

d) Simonoff does not teach, "the associated event champion authorized to 
approve the uploaded content." 

Examiner respectfully disagrees with Applicant's assertions. 

4. Regarding item a), as mentioned in previous actions Examiner has 
interpreted a "virtual event" to be a drawing collaboration session as taught by Simonoff. 
Also, Simonoff teaches a White Board that allows organizations to commence in the 
drawing collaboration sessions, (Simonoff col. 8, lines 26-44). Examiner submits 
Simonoff teaches an organization has "decentralized control over the virtual event" 
where Simonoff teaches an embodiment that facilitates teacher/student relationships. 

In this embodiment, an organization can have decentralized control over the virtual 
event if the organization is the teacher since all other users of the White Board (the 
students) are provided a view only mode, (Simonoff, col. 18, lines 25-31). 

5. Regarding item b), as mentioned in previous actions Examiner has 
interpreted the White Board taught by Simonoff to be the ASP administration module of 
the present invention. Examiner submits Simonoff teaches "the ASP administration 
module providing templates used by plural contributors to upload content for virtual 
events", where Simonoff teaches White Board applets being provided to contributors 
computers so the contributors can upload content for the virtual events, (Simonoff, col. 
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9, lines 21-57). Simonoff further teaches "the ASP administration module granting 
authority to the plural organizations to create, access, and present virtual events", 
where Simonoff teaches the White Board requiring plural organizations to log into the 
White Board so that the organizations can create, access and present virtual events, 
(Simonoff, col. 8, lines 26-44, and col. 9, line 65 through col. 10, line 11). 

6. Regarding item c), Examiner submits Simonoff suggests organization 
administrators where Simonoff teaches system administrators, (Simonoff, col. 8, lines 
37-40, col. 11, lines 44-49, col. 17, lines 22-38, etc.). Simonoff further suggests the 
"organization administrator is granted authority to grant access by an administrator 1 ' 
where Simonoff discloses a system administrator is predetermined, (Simonoff, col. 14, 
lines 26-43), and a system administrator has the ability to "kill" White Board clients, 
(Simonoff, col. 8, lines 37-40, and col. 13, line 59 through col. 14, line 12). 

7. Regarding item d), As mentioned in previous actions, although an "event 
champion module", is not expressly mentioned in the teachings of Simonoff, it is clear 
such a module exists within the White Board server taught by Simonoff since its 
functionality is implemented by the White Board server [i.e. establishing a virtual event 
architecture that accepts content for the virtual event from contributors (col. 9, line 65- 
col. 10, line 1 1 )]. Furthermore, Simonoff also suggests "the associated event champion 
authorized to approve the uploaded content" where Simonoff teaches the White Board 
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server authorized to approve or ignore the uploaded content depending on the privilege 
level of the user receiving the content, (Simonoff, col. 23, lines 42-53). 

8. As mentioned in previous actions, Examiner has interpreted the claim 
language as broadly as possible. It is also the Examiner's position that Applicant has 
not yet submitted claims drawn to limitations, which define the operation and apparatus 
of Applicant's disclosed invention in a manner that distinguishes over the prior art. 
Failure for Applicant to significantly narrow definition/scope of the claims implies the 
Applicant intends broad interpretation be given to the claims. The Examiner has 
interpreted the claims with scope parallel to the Applicant in the response and reiterated 
the need for Applicant to define the claimed invention more clearly and distinctly. 
Furthermore, all remaining arguments presented by Applicant in the response are moot 
in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 
that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) The invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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10. Claims 14-17, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Simonoff, U.S. patent 6,463,460. 

1 1 . In considering claim 14, Simonoff teaches a system for presenting a virtual 
event through a network interfaced with the Internet, the system comprising: a rapid 
event generator accessible by an event champion and operable to define an 
architecture of the virtual event based on authorizations of a network administrator for 
an organization to access the network and an organization administrator associated 
with the authorized organization for the event champion to create the virtual event, 
wherein the organization administrator grants authority to a plurality of organizations to 
access the network, wherein each organization controls associated virtual events based 
on templates from the network administrator, (col. 6, lines 1-67, col. 7, lines 1-6, col. 8, 
lines 37-40, col. 9, lines 21-57, and col. 13, line 59 through col. 14, line 43). 

12. In considering claim 15, Simonoff teaches a content contributor module 
associated with the network and operable to upload predetermined content authorized 
by the event champion. See col. 1 1 , lines 24-43. 

13. In considering claim 16, it is inherent in the teachings of Simonoff that the 
organization administrator module authorizes a virtual event by creating an event 
instance. See col. 25, lines 3-13. 
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14. In considering claim 17, Simonoff teaches the rapid event generator 
comprising an object operable to accept the event instance created by the organization 
administrator and further operable to generate a virtual event object from the event 
instance and data provided by the event champion. See col. 6, lines 1-67, and col. 7, 
lines 1-6. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

15. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made, 

16. Claims 1-5, 7, 10-13 t are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Simonoff, in view of Levy et al. (hereinafter Levy), U.S. Patent 
Publication 2002/0124074. 

17. In considering claim 1 , Simonoff teaches a system for presenting a virtual 
event through a network interfaced with the Internet, the system comprising: an ASP 
administration module having authority to grant plural organizations access to the 
network, the ASP administration module providing templates used by plural contributors 
to upload content for virtual events, and the ASP administration module granting 
authority to the plural organizations to create, access, and present virtual events, (col. 8, 
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lines 26-44, col. 9, lines 21-57, and col. 9, line 65 through col. 10, line 1 1); an 
organization administration module associated with an organization, the organization 
administration module having authority to create a virtual event associated with the 
organization, the organization thereby having decentralized control over the virtual 
event, (col. 8, lines 26-44, col. 18, lines 25-31, and col. 25, lines 3-13); an event 
champion module associated with the virtual event and operable to establish a virtual 
event architecture that accepts content for the virtual event from a plurality of 
predetermined contributors, (col. 9, lines 65-67, col. 10, lines 1-11); and a contributor 
module interfaced with the network and operable to upload content from the plurality of 
predetermined contributors to the virtual event based upon authority granted to the 
contributors from the event champion module, (col. 1 1 , lines 24-43). 

Although the teachings of Simonoff disclose substantial features of the claimed 
invention, they fail to expressly disclose: an anonymous browser module that grants to 
an unregistered user authority to view a predetermined portion of the virtual event. 

Nevertheless, Simonoff does teach having the ability to shut down unauthorized 
users, (col. 13, line 59 through col. 14, line 12). Furthermore, anonymous browser 
modules granting unregistered users authority to view information on the web was well 
known to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the present invention. Levy 
discloses such teachings in his discussion of the prior art, (page 2, paragraph 18). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
teachings of Simonoff to disclose an anonymous browser module that grants to an 
unregistered user authority to view a predetermined portion of the virtual event. This 
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would have provided a well-known means for both registered and unregistered users to 
view a virtual event, (Levy, page 2, paragraph 18, Simonoff, col. 13, line 59 through col. 
14, line 12). 

18. In considering claim 2, Simonoff further teaches an attendee module 
associated with each virtual event, the attendee module operable to authorize attendees 
to view virtual event content. See col. 18, lines 25-31 . 

19. In considering claim 3, it is implicit in the teachings of Simonoff that a member 
system module establishes membership for users to interface with the network. See 
col. 14, lines 64-67, col. 15, lines 1-18. 

20. In considering claim 4, it is implicit in the teachings of Simonoff that the 
attendee module interfaces users with the member system module if the users are not 
members of the network. See col. 14, lines 64-67, col. 15, lines 1-18. 

21 . In considering claim 5, Simonoff teaches a rapid event generator associated 
with the event champion module, the rapid event generator operable to present an 
event champion with one or more templates that define the architecture of the virtual 
event. See col. 6, lines 1-67, col. 7, lines 1-6. 
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22. In considering claim 7, Simonoff teaches a method for presenting virtual 
events through a network interfaced with the Internet, the method comprising: 
authorizing plural organizations access to the network by an organization administrator, 
wherein the organization administrator is granted authority to grant access by an 
administrator, (col. 8, lines 26-44, col. 11, lines 44-49, col. 13, line 59 through col. 14, 
line 12, and col. 17, lines 22-38, col. 14, lines 26-43); each organization authorizing the 
creation of one or more virtual events through the network, each virtual event having an 
associated event champion, (col. 25, lines 3-13); establishing a virtual event 
architecture for each virtual event by the associated event champion, the virtual event 
architecture identifying one or more content contributors, (col. 9, lines 65-67, col. 10, 
lines 1-11); and uploading by the content contributors from the Internet, the associated 
event champion authorized to approve the uploaded content, (col. 1 1 , lines 24-43, col. 
23, lines 42-53). 

Although the teachings of Simonoff disclose substantial features of the claimed 
invention, they fail to expressly disclose: providing unregistered attendees authority to 
view predetermined portions of the virtual events. 

Nevertheless, Simonoff does teach having the ability to shut down unauthorized 
users, (col. 13, line 59 through col. 14, line 12). Furthermore, granting unregistered 
attendees authority to view information on the web was well known to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the present invention. Levy discloses such teachings in his 
discussion of the prior art, (page 2, paragraph 18). 
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Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
teachings of Simonoff to disclose providing unregistered attendees authority to view 
predetermined portions of the virtual events. This would have provided a well-known 
means for both registered and unregistered attendees to view a virtual event, (Levy, 
page 2, paragraph 18, Simonoff, col. 13, line 59 through col. 14, line 12). 

23. In considering claim 10, Simonoff teaches identifying one or more sponsors of 
a virtual event. See col. 17, lines 22-38. 

24. In considering claim 1 1 , Simonoff teaches identifying one or more exhibitors 
of a virtual event. See col. 17, lines 22-38. 

25. In considering claim 12, Simonoff teaches: previewing by the event champion 
of content loaded to a virtual event, (col. 9, lines 65-67, col. 10, lines 1-11); and 
authorizing the previewed content by the event champion for presentation in the virtual 
event, (col. 18, lines 25-31). 

26. In considering claim 13, Simonoff teaches the content comprising a video 
presentation. See col. 6, lines 1-11. 
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27. Claims 6, 8, 9, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Simonoff in view of Levy, and further in view of Estrada et al. (hereinafter Estrada), 
U.S. patent 6,732,148. 

28. In considering claim 6, although the disclosed invention of Simonoff teaches 
substantial features of the claimed invention, it fails to expressly show: defining the 
number of attendees, content type, and duration of the virtual event. 

Nevertheless, in a similar field of endeavor, Estrada teaches a system for 
collaboration space object modeling comprising: an object defining the number of 
members of a group, content type, and the duration of a virtual event, (coi. 1 1 , lines 64- 
67, col. 12, lines 1-14. Also see col. 32, lines 21 -32). 

Thus, given the teachings of Estrada, it would have been apparent to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of Simonoff to show the rapid event 
generator defining the number of attendees, the type of content, and the duration of the 
virtual event. This would have given the attendees more insight to how many other 
attendees are interested in the same type content, what exactly the content is, and how 
long an event will take place, Estrada, col. 5, lines 51-67, col. 6, lines 1-9. 

29. In considering claim 8, Simonoff further teaches: authorizing predetermined 
attendees to access the virtual event through the Internet, (col. 18, lines 25-31). 
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Although the disclosed invention of Simonoff teaches substantial features of the 
claimed invention, it fails to expressly show: accessing the event during a 
predetermined time period. 

Nevertheless, accessing events during predetermined time periods were well 
known in the art at the time of the present invention. Estrada exemplifies this in a 
system comprising: accessing an object in a calendar during a predetermined time 
period, (col. 32, lines 21-32). 

Thus, given the teachings of Estrada, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of Simonoff to show accessing the event 
during a predetermined time period. This would have given multiple attendees the 
chance to view the event at the specified predetermined time period, and thus would 
have given all attendees the same opportunity to perform a function in response to the 
event, Estrada, col. 5, lines 51-67, col. 6, lines 1-9. 

30. In considering claim 9, it is implicit in the teachings of Simonoff that 
membership to a network is established for an attendee before authorizing access by 
that attendee to the virtual event. See col. 14, lines 64-67, col. 15, lines 1-18. 

Conclusion 

31 .The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: WO 99/50994, discloses a system for supporting tele-data 
conferences. 
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32. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Hassan Phillips whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3940. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Zarni Maung can be reached on (571 ) 272-3939. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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